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RKMARKS 

Claims 1-22, 24, and 26 are all the claims piesently pending in Ihe application. Claims I, 
2. 5-6. 9, 13. 18. 20. 24. and 26 are amended to more clearly define the invention and claims 23 
and 25 are canceled. Claims 1, 9. and 18 are independent. 

These amendments are made only to more particularly point out the invention for the 
Examiner and not for narrowing the scope of the claims or for any reason related to a statutory 

requirement for patentability. 

Applicants also note that, notwithstanding any claim amendments herein or later during 
prosecution. Applicants' intent is to encompass equivalents of all claim elements. 

^^^^f^^lAieMn^^mls^m^. Since the Amendments above narrow the 
issues for appeal and since such features and their distinctions over the prior art of record were 
discussed earlier, such amendments do not raise a new issue requiring a further search and/or 
considerationby the Examiner. As such, ent n^ of this Amendment i. believed proper and 
AppUcant earnestly solicits entry. No new matter has been added. 

Claims 1, 3, 5. 7, 9-12, 15-19, 22-23. and 25-26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103Ca) 
as being ur^atentable over the Kamiyama, et al. reference in view of the Hansen, et al. reference. 

Claims 2. 4. 8. and 13-14 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the Kamiyama, et al. reference in view of the Hansen, et al. reference and further in view of the 
Nakaura reference. Claim 6 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the Kamiyama, et al. reference in view of the Hansen, et al. reference and in further view of the 
Yamada.etal. reference. Claims 20-21 and 24 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
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« reference in view otlhe Hansen, et al. reference and in 
unpatentable over the Kamiyama. et al. reference 

tother view of the Marsh reference. 

„.A.nv traversed in the following disoussloa 
These rejections ate respectSilly ttavetsea in ui 

, THE CLAIMED INVENTION 

An»e„.platyen.hodi,.ent„ftheclaitnedinv«,Uon.asdefinedhy.forexan.ple, 

,.^.clairn..isdireetedt.a„ta^e.chcarin.c»,«oU.rfercont.olh„..™^^^^ 
T^„»,.eUchearingcont„lle,incl«des.di^.alprocessorwhichcon,rols«.. 

^ehearin.nsin.a.na.ea-e-.con.rolsi^l»i...U.-^^ 
^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

,^conntins».ctnalwor.tin.eofthentas.«.chea.insi™..--^^^ 

_«,a.ed.c.ua,wo.ltti.neofthe.ana^con,K.nentc„nnteah,theconntetandapt.s.t 
„ecti™.andontpnU.si.ali„dicath.ata..ofn»..enanccopera.ionofthen.an.sea 

c^nponent on the basis of the .esnlt of the caparison. 

" Conv.n..onal.nasneticbearinscon«oldevicesi„clndeadi^.alsi^P~cessor(DSP) 
«.co.»lsthen..S.eticbca.i„.andaUode,c.toines«he„.hebearin.h,s— ^.ed^^^ 

, ,ne2.-pasea,Unell,. However, the noetic bearings h»l»dc co«pon»,U with . 
r:iative.,shotts«vicclifeand,sincethereisnoa.— ofop.ra«onun.e.ntaint.^^ 

^es cannot be anticipated pKor to a mal^mction of mese contponents. 

B,con^.hepresentinven«onp.ovidesa,„a.e.icb.arin.con,ro,le,withap™cessor 
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that not 



associated with that down-time, 
of performing a comparison. 

o perating . 

„ THE3StI.S.C.Sl«,SECONDrARAGRAPHBEJECTION 

-^^ TT <; C ^ 1 12, second paragraph that 
traversal oftheExaminer'spreviousrejectionunderSSU.S.C.SU 

tr> have withdrawn the rejecUon 

cwms 1-19 a.. Mea-.- ^ 

of clata. 1-19 «nder 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. second pan^h. 

„eBKan.n»«.enn^es<.e^.cn.a.«-tflhe— e,a».«»n.a^- 

..^n,^eo„uo,si^is«>.™.n=.»..a^co--i^^°«*>-^"*'"*' 
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for the rejected claimed language." 

»o^. Ex^Une. .pp.=» .o cla>«» W9 =aa,^ - re,— of 

M vie» of .he Exa-niae.. wid^tow.. of -he "obiection- (rejecUon) of cUima .-19 and 
..„„w.ea^.«».«.especmoa.onp,ovid„a„.»e.e„.^=-sforme.U.o>ea— . 

AppUc„«.espe«f.»ysubmi.*at-App«.pria«c««eho«is-,«,-»,u„^" 

Shou.dEx«»in.rTa»»— »co„W»^-ApP-opria««o.=ctionisre,u^- 
^U.^...apec*..V^ues.U>a«*eExa„.ne,^ccmc^.ypo>«ou,*ea.«cie„cies,„«>e 

e.ain-»p.>vide»,eAppUcan«wi«.«.»oppo«»i.y.oadd,«s*.Ex^in...™ 



ni TBEPBIORARTBEJECTIONS 

^ Th. K^-yam. i. vi.« .f H»l». «. »>• 

Ke^.e »i^o» of Cai.^ 3. 5. 7, ..12. 15-.9. 22-23, and 25-2., <^ Ex^nine, 
^,e,e...«..^Han»ne.,l..^««»«o»l^-e.»enoon.Hnedw«hO,eKan.,.^o-. 

reference to form the Claimed invention. 

E,»a.u,^a,g>->o--»-°^-^^""'"'^="''"""'""^'""° 

.eo„.ine^e.„f^..>.e»— "--li-''-''-™^^^^''"^'^"''"'" 

of the claimed invention. 

N<»=ofU..ppUedrete,»«-»^esor.ngges«d.ef.a«r«of*=o>ain.ed — 
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counter. 

TKe Ha.»« « =1. »f»e«c sk^UiS. ^S"-"- "'^ 

reference. 

. u rrol 3 lines 57 - 67). All subsequent operations and calculations 
total elapsed operating hours. (Col. 3, lines 5 / oi} 

arebased upon thistotal elapsed operatinghours which, in 
of the periodic maintenance system are baseo upon 

• 1 ,1.. Hansen el al 1 1 fM i nr r -liff— f\rv 
FurtMi, as e!iplain«d previously. liB Hansen el al. rei 

„„.hlems thai are solved by the present invention. 

«exp,ain=dah„ve.«onve...icoa.^etiehea^S.on«..^-^>^--°°'-*= 



CTO® 



device 



Clonal at all let alotie a r.ommand 
♦,.onx, nneratine based upon a control signal ax aii, i^t «^ 
chilling system are actuaUy operating f 

present invention. 

combuied. ^ 
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reference. 

A«MJ.E.P§21«.01 states: 

•Z/ ,*.prop<»e^ nu^fU^ - <»"»"""°" °" """" 

obvious. " 

Si«»m.Bxsm»=.saU^moditaaon well change principal of 
^onof«.«n.o.ccon,n.U,ste»in.o.^co«p.et.,ya..^.»naun«latca 

,..„s^en.p.-lps.o-P-><>--«-'--=^'''-"""™"^-"*^^ 

combined the references. 

^pUc,ntsalsos»bnu..hat«.«cre<c»nccs^^tov=becncon*incd3s 

anc.«l.,.hcB.an^. Indcc.,*.^.^ -^-^^ 

matters and problems. 

^eKamiyamaetal.refe.enceis directed to theproblemof-grasping the 

ope.^gstateofamachinemain.odybyusinga.iafonna.onprocessingme^ 

. to enable adjustment of a control means." (PROBLEM 

installed in a remote place, and to enable aajus 

TO BE SOLVED). 

tostatk contrast. *c Hansen ct a., .cfeencc is di-cctcd to p«.viding -a 

,„,.s.^*n.^.cnance.i,n»s..»n»bic.couM».ti.y.«vicep=.».-e.w- 
servicing is ^ -h sp^ific installation- (Col. 1. Unes 32-35). 
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One of ordinary skiU in the art who was concerned with receiving operating 
information and --^r^^^^r — ^^^^^ ^"^°teW as the Kamiyama et al. reference is 
concerned with addressing wouldnot have referred to the Hansen et al. reference to solve 
this problem (and vice-versa) because the Hansen et al. reference is directed to the 
..^ pl.t.1vdiff«ent problem of providing a grggrammablem aimenancc timer system . 
Thus, the references would not have been combined. 

Therefore, the Examiner is respectfoUy requested to withdraw the rejection of 
claims 1, 3. 5, 7, 9-12. 15-19, 22-23, and 25-26. 

B. The Kamiyama et aL reference In view of the Hansen et al. reference 
and in further view of the Nakaura reference 

Regarding the rejection of claims 2. 4, 8. and 13-14. the Examiner alleges that the 
Hansen et al. reference would have been combined with the Kamiyama et al. reference 
and further alleges that the Nakauru reference would have been combined with a 
combination of the Kamiyama et al. reference and the Hansen et aL reference to form the 
claimed invention. Applicants submit, however, that these references wouldnot have 
been combined and even if combined, the combination wouldnot teach or suggest each 
and every element of the claimed mvention. 

Applicants submit that these references wouldxiat have been combined as aUeged 
by the Examiner. Indeed, the references are directed to roni pletely different matters and 
problems. 
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As i 



..plained *«v,, *e K«m>«na e. a.. «f«.nce and «.= Hanaen referees are 
.ireced » ..omladxdito* a„^ P""- 

a„ probtoa <h« are addressed by (he ottier on. of those references. 

Fnrther. in stark contrast to th. Kamiyama e. al. r.fer»»e and the Han^n 
the Nak»na ret^enc is direc^^d to matters and problems «hich are 

^^,,,,,,,,,^,j^aom me matters and probl^nsaddrc^ 

reference and the Hansen reference. 

TbeNakauraroference is concerned wiflr prohibiting -to drivemagnetic bearings 

and motors wh», a banen- is in a poor c».ditio.- (PURPOSE). 

One of ordinary sun in the «. who was concerned with receiving opers«ing 

i„fbnna.ion.ndr.nffnl,in,imacW-..r.mot.lvas arc Kamiyamacai. reference is 

.^^etnedwi^addres^ngorwbowasco^etnedwiththeproblemofpBmfia^a 

soivingSiiiilsU^l-v. referred to the N^referencebecanserboNai^ 

is dir«=t«i m. ..mBUtfxdifeatf Ptobi™. otc a l^ih Wi r I n w of mamcic 

b^ri.,,.«.^h..^taMC^^ Th„s.,hescref.re„ces=^ 

not have been combined. 

F„fl»r. Applicants submit that the Examiner can point to BalSfitb^ 
suggestion in the references ,0 urge th. combination as alleged by th. Examiner. 

The Examiner alleges that the -Nakamura (sic) t»cbcs that the bearing control 
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circuit include (sic) a signal that prevents activation of the bearings in a poor condition." 

However, the Examiner conveniently overlooks (or ignores) that the Nakaura 
reference 6^ teach or suggest -'^^ in a poor condition." (Emphasis added). 
Rather, Ae Nakaura reference discloses when is in a poor condition" (emphasis 

added, PURPOSE). 

h.deed. the Nakaura reference explains that it detemiines whether a mm is in a 
poor condition -by measuring batt^ voltage after the battery has been discharged for a 
specified time when a power supply for a drive device is turned on, and thereby detecting 
that the battery is in a poor condition." (Id ). 

Therefore, Ihe Examiner's allegation that the Nakaura reference discloses 
preventing activation when the be^in^ are inapoor conditionisM- 
clearly do^P~vide any basis for a prima facie of obviousness (see citation to 
Webster-s Dictionary above regarding the definition of "basis" or "based on"). 

Moreover, even assuming arguendo that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to combine these references, the combination ^.ouldn^ teach or 
suggest each and every element of the claimed invention. 

AS explained above, neither the Kamiyama et al. reference nor the Han^ et al. 
reference teaches or suggests the features of the claimed invention including a digital 
processor whichcontrolsamagneticbearingusingamagaeticbearingcontrolsignal^ 

. ..n^mand si^al mig^^llgetoouau^^ ^^^^^^ 
sigo^ in combination with ^ r.r that starts accumuln.t inr ^nd rou.tin p an actual w ^ 
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time of a magnetic 



h^^TinP in resD O -^"'- tn r^^iving a oomTnand signal from a digita l 



processor . 

The Nakaura reference does not remedy these deficiencies. 

Indeed, the Examiner does not allege that the Nakaura reference remedies these 

deficiencies. 

Rather, the Nakaura reference is only concerned with prohibiting driving of 
magnetic bearings and motors when a battery is in a poor condition. 

Therefore, the Examiner is respectfiiUy requested to withdraw the rejection of 
tJlaims 2, 4, 8, and 13-14. 

C. The Kamlyama et al. reference in view of the Hansen et aL reference 
and in further view of the Yamada et al. reference 

Regarding the rejection of claim 6. the Examiner alleges that the Hansen et al. 
reference would have been combined with the Kamiyama et al. reference and further 
alleges that the Yamada et al. reference would have been combined with a combination of 
the Kamiyama et al. reference and the Hansen et al. reference to form the claimed 
invention. Apphcants submit, however, that these references wouldnQt have been 
combined and even if combined, the combination jSQuldnot teach or suggest each and 
every element of the claimed invention. 

Applicants submit that these references would not have been combined as alleged 
by the Examiner. Indeed, the references are directed to rom pleteW different matters and 
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problems. 

As explained above, the Kamiyama et al. reference and the Hansen references are 
dieted to comEl.telyditolt xnatters and problems and, therefore, one of ordinary skill 
in the art would not have referred to any one of those references when trying to address 
ttic problems that are addressed by the other one of those references. 

Further, in stark contrast to the Kamiyama et aL reference and the Hansen 
reference, the Yamada et al. reference is directed to matters and problems which are 
,,^,^leteb,di^ from the matters and problems addressed by the Kamiyama et al. 
reference and the Hansen reference. 

The Yamada et al. reference is concerned with monitorinp o perations that are 
carried out using .^>:pl.v tenninals so that a user can be accurately prompted to rest 
and avoid physical problems. (Col. 1, line? - col. 2, line 23). 

One of ordinary skiU in the art who was concerned with receiving operating 
information and r-n-"^"r — '"^"telv as the Kamiyama et al. reference is 
concerned with addressing or who was concerned with the problem of provi^ 
^^^^^^^^^^^^c^M^^^ as the Hansen et al. reference is concerned with 
solving would not have referred to the Yamada et al. reference because the Yamada et al. 
reference is directed to the completely different problem of m onitoring o pm.tions that are 

so that a user can be accurately prompted to rest 



and avoid physical problems. Thus, these references ^.ouldnQt have been combined. 
Moreover, even assuming arguendo that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
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have been motivated to combine these references, the combination would not teach or 
suggest each and every element of the claimed invention. 

As explained above, neither the Kamiyama et al. reference nor the Hansen et al. 
reference teaches or suggests the features of the claimed invention including a digital 
processor v^ch controls a magnetic bearing using a magnetic bearing control signal aM 

P^^t.. a co --<.»>^ 'Han.l in res^nse to o^itpnttinfi the mnpnctic be^ng control 
signal in combination with ^ ^on^t^ that starts .rnimnlatinp and <:oimrinp ftn actual work 

of , m..net^- K^-rin p in resoonKP to receiving a rommT.n<1 sipnal from a digital 
processor . 

The Yamada et al. reference does not remedy these deficiencies. 

Indeed, the Examiner does not aUege that the Yamada et al. reference remedies 

these deficiencies. 

Rather, the Yamada et al. reference is only concerned with monitoring operations 
that are carried out using visual display terminals so that a user can be accurately 
prompted to rest and avoid physical problems. 

Therefore, the Examiner is respectfully requested to withdraw the rejection of 



claim 6. 



D. The Kamiyama et al. reference in view of the Hansen et al. reference 
and in further view of the Marsh reference 

Regarding the rejection of claims 20-21 and 24, the Examiner alleges that the 



,:(ss-uiui) MOUVanO . SZCZl9iC0Z:aiSO . 90CKrt:SIMa . «l-dllXHa-OidSn:ilAS . lauiu wBiiitea luajSBal Md ZZ-n-C tOOZIZn iW OAOa . 9ZIZZ aovd 



09/891,606 

DOCKET NO. K06-135818MABS 

Hansen et al. reference would have been combined with the Kamiyama et al. reference 
and further alleges that the Marsh reference would have been combined with a 
combination of the Kamiyama et al. reference and the Hansen et al. reference to form the 
claimed invention. 

AppUcants submit, however, that these references would not have been combined 
and even if combined, the combination would not teach or suggest each and every 
element of the claimed invention. 

Applicants submit that these references would not have been combined as alleged 
by the Examiner. Indeed, the references are directed to completely different matters and 
problems. 

As explained above, the Kamiyama et al. reference and the Hansen references are 
directed to ^^m pl^telv different and unrelated matters and problems and, therefore, one of 
ordinary skiU in the art would not have referred to any one of those references when 
trying to address the problems that are addressed by the other one of those references. 

Further, in stark contrast to the Kamiyama et al. reference and the Hansen 
reference, the Marsh reference is directed to matters and problems which are completely 
different from the matters and problems addressed by the Kamiyama et al. reference and 

the Hansen reference. 

The Marsh reference is concerned with enabling a datalogger to continue to log 
data .ft^^r ^ memoTV c^ p^r.itv is exhausted by compressing the data that was logged at a 
fine time resolution into a coarse time resolution and then continuing to log data at the 
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coarse time resolution (col. 1, lines 23-34). 

One of ordinary skiU in the art who was concerned with receiving operating 

information and n;., . ^..hine remotely as the Kamiyama et al. reference is 

concemed with addressing or who was concerned with the problem of providing a 
^^^^^.Hl. n,.mtenance tim^syst^ as the Hansen et al. reference is concemed with 
solving would not have referred to the Marsh reference because the Marsh reference is 
directed to the rnrrr^-'V^^^—^ ""plated problem of a mrmorv of ^datalogger 
K^^^pfiiW to capacity. Thus, these references WQuldnQt have been combined. 

Moreover, even assuming arguendo that one of ordinary skiU in the art would 
have been motivated to combine these references, the combination wguldnot teach or 
suggest each and every element of the claimed invention. 

As explamed above, neither the Kamiyama et al. reference nor the Hansen et al. 
reference teaches or suggests the features of the claimed invention including a digital 
processor which controls a magnetic bearing using a magnetic bearing control signal and 

P^^t^ a c, "-'^ ^^'^^^ ir. T^nonse to nutp utlin g the mappetir bearing control 

signal in combination with n rnimter that sta^s nccumulatinr .nd ronntin p an actual work 

of « wnaone H- i» re^on.. tn re^rivinp a comm and sj pnal from a di g ital 

processor . 

The Marsh reference does not remedy these deficiencies. 

indeed, the Examiner does not allege that the Marsh reference remedies these 

deficiOTcies. 
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The Examiner acknowledges that the neither the Kamiyama et al. reference nor 
the Hansen et al. reference teach or suggest "the DSP outing an instruction to the counter 
to count the actual work time of the magnetic bearing." 

The Examiner then merely alleges that the Marsh reference "teaches the 
equivalence of the DSP having an (sic) separate counter requiring input and output, and 
the DSP being an intemal counter." The fact that the Marsh reference teaches that the 
counter 44 may be incorporated into the microprocessor 32 has absolutely nothinR to do 

with the claimed features. 

The Marsh reference does not teach or suggest the features of the invention 
including a digital processor which controls a magnetic bearing using a magnetic bearing 
control signal -r>A that eenerat ^ ^ command si<mal in response to outputtinp the magnetic 
h^arin p control signal in combination with a counter that starts accumulating and 
.^.inting an actual work time o f « magnetic bearinP in response to receiving a command 
signal from a digit al processor. 

Indeed, the microprocessor 32 that is disclosed by the Marsh reference does not 
r^ntml anything at all, let alone ppmerate a command signal in i^efqionse to outputting a 
ma pneric bearing ; control signal. 

Further, tiie Marsh reference clearly does not teach or suggest a counter that starts 
accumulating and counting an actual work time of a magnetic bearing inrespgns^to 
rereivin ^ a command signal fr om a digital processor. 

Rather, the only communications between the microprocessor 32 and the counter 



ciC2T9iC0i XVJ Of-^\ SOOZ/ZO/90 



oo-6o:(ss-uiui) Noavuna « ^icziQitor.aiso « 90G62/8:siNa « m-dnxda-oidsn-HAS « tauiu iq6iiAea luaisea] Md zz:vz:e ^oozrm xv oaou « sz/cz aovd 



09/891,606 

DOCBCETNO. K06-135818NOTBS 

44 that is disclosed by the Marsh reference is the transfer of the contents of the counter 44 
to the memory 46 and to clear the counter 44 so that it can thereafter accumulate data 
during the next data logging period. (Col. 7, lines 13-18). 

The Marsh reference clearly does not teach or suggest a counter that starts 
accumulating and counting an actual work time of a magnetic bearing in response to 
receiving a command signal from a digital processor . Rather, the counter 44 constantly 
accumulates the output from the latch 38 and does not have to be commanded to start 
counting . 

The Marsh reference does not remedy the deficiencies of the Kamiyama et al. 
reference and the Hansen et al. reference. Therefore, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to withdraw the rejection of claims 20-21 and 24. 

IV. FORMAL MATTERS AND CONCLUSION 

The OfBce Action objects to the drawings. In particular, the Examiner alleges 
that "the counter based upon the magnetic bearing control signal from the DSP" must be 
shown or the feature canceled from the claims. 

However, contrary to the Examiner's allegations, the claims do not recite a 
"counter based upon the the magnetic bearing control signal from the DSP." 

Rath^, the claims recite "a coxmter for accumulating and counting an actual work 
time of a designated managed component based \xpon said magnetic bearing control 
signal." That counter is clearly illustrated in Figure 1 with reference numeral 14 and is 
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labeled with the word "COUNTER." 

This COUNTER 14, as clearly explained in the specification at, for example, page 
1 a n^^c 1 - Q rr^n^ives an instn.r.tinn to start c -mmtintr from the DSP 1 5 which provide 
th.t instruction tn the, counter wb ^-n the. DSP outnnts a drive signal to the fan. In other 
words, the counter starts counting ba -'^ed noon the drive signal. In this manner, the 
counter 14 accumulates --"^ '-" H"*^ time based upon the fan drivg sigg^ . 

The description with respect to the fan is exemplary onfe and is equally appUcable 
to control of the magnetic bearing using the magnetic bearing control signal. Therefore, 
the counter 14 ar.r-nnm1ates and counts th e actual work time based upon the magnetic 
hearinp control sienal . 

Additionally, as very clearly explained in the specification at, for example, page 
21, lines 17-24, the counter may be incorporated into the DSP, and, therefore, the counter 
14 may be omitted. 

The Examiner notes that the magnetic bearing ctirrent control signal is shown 
input to the D/A converter 13 bom the DSP 15, "with no connection showing the counter 
14 being based upon the magnetic bearing current control signal." 

Contrary to the Examiner's aUegation, Figure I clearly shows a connection 
between the DSP 15 and the counter 14. This illustration in combination with the 
description in the specification at, for example, page 19, lines 1-9, very clearly explain 
that the counter 14 receives an instruction fi:om the DSP 15 to start counting and that the 
DSP sends that instraction to the counter 14 when the DSP 15 outputs the magnetic 
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besaring control signaL 

Therefore, the drawings clearly iUustrate a connection between the DSP 15 and 
the counter 14 throu^ which the "counter for accumulating and counting an actual work 
time of a designated managed component based upon said magnetic bearing control 
signal''as recited by the claims. 

Apphcants respectfully request withdrawal of this objection. 
In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks. Applicant respectfiiUy submits 
that claims 1-22, 24, and 26, all the claims presently pending in the AppUcation, are 
patentably distinct over the prior art of record and are in condition for allowance. The 
Examiner is respectfully requested to pass the above application to issue at the earliest 
possible time. 

Should the Examiner find the Application to be other than in condition for 
allowance, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned at the local telephone 
number listed below to discuss any other changes deemed necessary in a telephonic or 
pgrsnnal interview . 
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiency in fees or to 
credit any overpayment in fees to Attorney's Deposit Account No. 50-0481, 



McGinn & Gibb, PLLC 

8321 Old Courthouse Rd., Suite 200 
Vienna, Virginia 22182 
(703) 761-4100 
Customer No. 21254 



CERTIFICATION OF FArsnVfTl .E TRANSMISSION 



I hereby certify that I am filing this Amendment Under 37 C.F.R § 1 . 11 6 by 
facsimile with the United States Patent and Trademark Office to Examiner Karl I. Tamai, 
Group Art Unit 2834 at fax number (703) 872-9306 this 2nd day of June 2005. 



RespectfiiUy Submitted, 





James E. Howard 
Registration No. 39,7 1 5 




James E. Howard 
Registration No. 39,715 



